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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Marnew has com his half of the vacation 
work, and from the notice which we print elsewhere it will be 
seen that Mr. Justice Hawxnrs, who takes his gre is going to 
hold his sittings in court on Mondays. It is to be feared that 
this arrangement will very much interfere with the convenience 
of persons having business there. 





Tne new rules of the Commissioners in 
of the 29th of 1890, which as from the ist 
of September, an inconsiderable extent that it is rather 

ing that the commissioners did not content themselves 
with merely amending them in the usual way. There is now 

to be a case-book for voluntary boarders as w a 
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inevitable, and the main lines on which 


ant 7 


Se 


55 
=== 











Vv 








2 ae 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 





Sept. 14, 1895. 











and, bably, in the long run, proceed—are clear. The 
definition of habitual drunkard in the Act of 1879 needs to be 
amended so as to include excessive indulgence in any form 
(language which would cover hypodermic injections) in any 
intoxicating or narcotic drug. The procedure for the voluntary 
committal of inebriates to retreats, and for their recapture if 
they escape, must be simplified, by dispensing with the presence 
of one of the magistrates now required in the former case, and 
the warrant and sworn information now prescribed in the latter ; 
and the maximum limit of voluntary detention must be raised 
from one to two years. Again, some provision for compulsory 
committal will certainly be pressed for, and if the unanimous 
testimony of every select and other committee that has directly 
or indirectly investigated the subject is not to be ignored, it can 
scarcely be refused. Reformatories or labour settlements for 
inebriates and habitual offenders will also be included in the 
catalogue of demands. The Austrian Government are at present 
taking a bold step in making the former class liable to asylum 
treatment as ‘‘lunatics.” This is certainly preferable to the 
_— prison wards which were suggested by the recent Prisons 

mmittee, and which would destroy prison discipline. We 
prefer, however, so far at least as inebriates are concerned, 
separate reformatories. 


In Brook v. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. 
(48 W. R. 698) Curry, J., conmdered the application under 
somewhat novel circumstances, of the well-known 92nd section 
of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, protecting proprietors from a 
requisition to sell to promoters a “ part only of any house or 
other building or manufactory’’ if willing to sell the whole. 
The company gave notice to treat for part of a building, belong- 
ing to the plaintiffs but sublet to tenants at will, another part of 
the building being used, together with the plaintiffs’ adjacent 
land and premises, for the purposes of their manufactory. The 
plaintiffs reptied_by @ counter-notice calling upon the company 
to take the whole manufactory. The learned judge treated it as 
@ counter-notice confined to the above-named 
wilding would have been good, the company’s notice being 
clearly bad as a requisition to sell part of a house within the 
section. But were the plaintiffs in a position to call on the 
company to purchase all their above manufacturing premises ? 
The particular part required by the company, though structur- 
ally one with premises in which the manufacture was admittedly 
carried on, was not itself used as part of the manufactory. 
Was then the part, the subject of the company’s notice to treat, 
of a manufactory at all within the meaning of the section ? 
Richards v. Swansea Tramways Co. (26 W. R. 764, 9 Ch. D. 
p. 434) Brerr, L.J., dealing with the section in connection with 
a case of this class, said, ‘‘ The third thing which is mentioned 
in the section is a manufactory, which may be a house, or may 
be a building, but which may be something more, /.¢., it may be 
more than one house, or more than one building, or it may con- 
sist of neither house nor building, but only of land used for the 
purpose of manufacturing. No part of that section is to dimin- 
ieh any other part. Each thing Tescribed is different from the 
others, and it is not circumscribed by the description of any of 
the others.” In the present case Oxnrrry, J., decided the ques- 
tion in favour of the plaintiffs. ‘‘ Regard must be had,” he 
said, ‘and perhaps principally, to the user at the time of the 
notice to treat. Tt would not be necessary that every part of 
what would be reasonably called a manufactory should actually 
be in use at the time for the purpose of manufacture—e.g., there 
might be a large manufactory, and some part of it, say a large 
room, might not be required for the purpose of the business ; 
still, it being all within the walls, souk not then in use for 
the purpose of the business, in my opinion that would make no 
difference as to that part being part of the manufactory. I say 
this to guard myself against appearing to overstrain the question 
of user. Practically it must be used as a manufactory.” 








A CORRESPONDENT, in a letter which we print elsewhere, raises 
an interesting point as to the authority of an auctioneer 
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yet becomes also t for the purchaser upon the latter te. 
the final bid, and if he forthwith enters the name of the 5 
chaser in the sale- @ other material items o 
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uds (Hmmerson v. Heels, 
. p. 47; 4 Taunt. 309 ; Peirce v. 
L. R. 9 Q. B. p. 214). is the same whether 
sale is of chattels or of land. In Sims v. a . 
, where an attempt was made recently to restrict it t 
chattels, Romer, J., said: “It is settled beyond the are 
of now being successfully disputed, that where there is a . 
by public auction, and the property is knocked down by / 
auctioneer to the highest bidder, the auctioneer is not only the 
agent of the vendor, but he is also the agent of the purchaser, 
the highest bidder ; and that he is the purchaser’s agent clearly 
to this extent, that he is entitled to sign in the name and on 
behalf of the purchaser a memorandum sufficient to satisfy ¢ 
rovisions of the Statute © ‘rauds, stating 
the contract.” And although in y cases the purchasers 
name was entered in the auctioneer’s book immediately upon 
the hammer falling, there a to be no reason to restrict 
this moment the auctioneer’s authority. He becomes the agent 
of the purchaser, and thereafter is entitled to act upon his 
agency and complete the written evidence of the contract, Is 
he, however, entitled to do this, although in the meantime the 
purchaser has revoked his authority, as in the case put by our 
correspondent? Upon this point there does not seem to be any 
direct authority. It, is settled that, until the property is 
knocked down, either party may revoke his authority to the 
auctioneer. Both the vendor and the bidder are free till 
hammer goes down (Warlow v. Harrison, 1 1. Pp. 8; 
Manser ¥. Back, are, 443), and consequently till then the 
vendor may withdraw the property and the bidder may retract — 
his bidding (Payne v. Cave, 3T. R. 148). After the sale it is 7 
still open for either parfy to contend that until a memorandum , 
has been signed there is no binding contract, and that his)’ 
authority to the auctioneer remains revocable, but the cases, sof)” 
far as they touch the point, do not favour this view. In B 3 









































PERS ECRSEESEESS ERB EGRaEEES) ” 


——. 


i ee 












kno 



































































v. Bradbgear (12 Ves. 470) the auctioneer, after the vendor ; by t 
refiised to go on with the sale, accepted the deposit from the @ 4 42);, 
purchaser and gave him a receipt. It was held that the receipt} | >t 
did not contain all the terms of the contract so as to satisf “- 
Statute of Frauds, but Grant .. did not intimate an thel. 
as to its validi ( to | 
Having been withdrawn. The same point arose in Mason vy, rit 
Armitage (13 Ves. U5), ge (13 Ves. 25), but was again not decided, the vendor i j-- 
escaping specific performance on the ground of mistake. The J wl 
case of Day v. Wells (30 Beav. 220) seems to intimate that the 
authority"1s not revocable between the actual sale and the 
m7 Phis rrect View. T 
sale is » hamme the memo- own 
randum simpl nee e contract, and an agent a 
may well aS such evidence, although he could not, ow fo 2 
the-revoustion of is authority, make an original contract. hep) 
Now THAT so many persons are travelling by sea and land it be 
may be useful to call attention to the recent decision of Lord to th 
Russex1, C.J., in the Commercial Court, as to the liability of — by r 
steamship companies for the safety of their passengers’ luggage. secre 
In the case referred to—Acton v. Vi¢—Gastle Mail Packets Co valu: 
the question was whether the defendant steamship company — (ame 
were liable under the circumstances of the case for the loss by — privi 
theft—it was supposed by one of the company’s own & valu: 
on board the ship—of a box of money and valuables bene E / this 
to the plaintiff. The plaintiff had taken a passage from Bl there 
to pad in a ship of the defendants. He received a tickeh § iga 
and the ticket purported to be a receipt for the payment of the crew 
age money, and an acknowledgment that the passage had 
en taken by that ship. There were conditions, on the 
face and on the back of, e ticket, and it was admitted that the that 
plaintiff had seen that there was written and printed matter on robb 
the ticket, but he stated—and his statement to that effect was pase 
admitted—that he had not read the conditions and did not clare 
know what they were, and the conditions were not i lost 1 
called to his notice, nor was he told that there were conditions. defar 
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On the face of the ticket was a condition that ‘‘the owners do plaintiff—apart altogether from the special 
not hold themselves responsible for any loss, damage, or deten- | of the ticket—was tled from recovering from the sh 
tion of luggage under any circumstances,” and there were also | owner in respect of the loss; consequently it was immaterial 


the words “see back,” and on the back were other conditions 
with which it seemed the plaintiff had not complied. The box 
of money, jewellery, and valuables, amounting to some £300, 
was stolen during the voyage, and the question was whether the 
defendant company were liable to the plaintiff for the loss. This 
raised the followsn points :—Were the steamship company 
carrying the plaintiff's luggage as common carriers, or under 
the special contract set out on the ticket; and if under the 

ial contract, had the plaintiff sufficient or reasonable notice 
a it to render it binding upon him? The Lord Chief Justice 
decided, in favour of the company, that they were, under the 
circumstances of the case, not carrying as common carriers, and 
consequently not with the liability of common carriers, but under 
the special contract they had made with the plaintiff through the 
medium of the ticket and the conditions thereon. He also 


decided in favour of the company that the plainti in point 
of law, notice that there were conditions attached to the con 


and what those conditions Were. hat constitutes sufficient 
fotice OF the conditions ind the passenger is evidently a 
question of degree, and as Lord Russet pointed out, a person 
taking a pene from South Africa to London ought to know, 
and must be taken to know, that the ticket given to the passenger 
in such cases is not merely a receipt for the passage money, but 
is much more, and that it really contains conditions which form 
the contract under which he and his luggage are being carried. 
In the present case the plaintiff admitted that he saw there was 
some writing or printing on the ticket, but he did not read the 
conditions. Nevertheless he was held to be bound by them and 
so disentitled from recovering for the Joss. Upon this point, as 
to the sufficiency of the notice to the passenger, reference may 


be made to the decision of the Court of Appeal in Parker v. The 
South-Eastern Railway Co. (25 W. R. 564,20. P. D. 416), or. 
Ish, L.J., stated what was the proper direction to a jury in 


, where 


such cases: ‘‘If the person receiving the ticket did not see or 
know that there was any writing on the ticket, he is not bound 


by the conditions; if_he knew there was writing, and knew or 
believed that the writing contained condition: 
Is © conditions ; 1 flew there was writing on the ticket, 


iu not kiow that the writing contained conditions, never- 
theless he would be bound, if the delivering of the ticket 


to him in such a manner that he could see there was 
writin on it was, in the opinion of the jury, reason- 
able notice that the writing contained conditions. 


Tue sAME case also raised an interesting point 
section 502 of the Worthan upping Ack, TSo4.. ¥ ich provides 
that ‘the owner of a British sea-going ship shall not be liable 
to make good to any extent whatever any loss or damage 
happening without his actual fault or privity in the following 
cases; namely, . (2) where any gold, silver, diamonds, 
watches, jewels, or precious stones, taken in or put on Doard 
his ship, the true naturé and value of which have not at the 
time of shipment been declared by the owner or shipper thereof 
to the owner or master of the ship are lost or damaged 
by reason of any robbery, embezzlement, making away with or 
secreting thereof.” That is to say, in the case of gold and 
valuables the shipowner is not to be liable for a loss by 
(amongst other things) robbery, without his actual fault or 
privity, unless at the time of shipment, the owner of such 
valuables declares the nature and value of the same. 088 


this section apply to protect the shipowner—assumin 
there is no 6 the 
@ Tro by one o: Own servants, such as one of the 








under 








’ e ssen- 
whose 6 shi F Would not be ordinarily liable ? 
Oint the ief Justice came to the conclusion 


that the section protects the shipowner equally whether the 
robbery be committed by one of his own servants or by a fellow 
passenger. It was admitted that the plaintiff had not “de- 
clared ” his box of money and valuables, and that they were 


lost by robbery during the course of the voyage, but without any 
default of the shipowner, and hence, by virtue of the section, the 








consider whether the robbery was committed by one of the crew 
—as was supposed—or by one of the other passengers, the section 
in either case protecting the shipowner from liability. 








BARBED WIRE. 


TE nuisance which may arise from the use of barbed wire has 
caused a great deal of perplexity in the minds of those who 


have to consider it in its legal i h the iples 
tbe applied. are xaaly-well eae andthe only daly i 
fitting them to a new state of facts. Of course there is nothing 
inherently illegal in erecting a barbed-wire fence, provided the 


rights of other le are respected ; but there are 

sets of demieiiein in which liability ma: "be tnourred. These 
must be kept distinct from each other. Yor they require the 
application of different principles of law. In the first place the 
wire may be stretched a ong e side of a highway or a lawful 
“way”; secondly, it may be used in places where the public or 
particular persons are allowed by the owner, or are 
otherwise justifiably present ; dnd third! , the person injured 
may be a tres r. 

1. Wire lining a highway.—tIt will make a good deal of differ- 
ence in this case where the wire is stretched in relation to the fence 
or hedge. If there is a quick hedge, and the wire is so placed 
that, being on the inside or qrithin the hedge, no injury can 
occur to a passenger, it is obvious no action can arise. 
But where it is pla i uick hedge i 


















has blown 
fallen 


happened be of & woman walking 
along the highwa: against the barbs, or one 
the wire, or cattle carefully 


has stumbled an 


inst 
driven along the highway cies torn their flanks or otherwise 
injured themselves. In all such cases, it is submitted, the 
tenant of the land is open to an action. 
The i 








und of such an acti is: the highway was dedi- 
¢ without an wire 


he entire breadth of the highway trom fonts toc 
ssare ’ iC ' hose "ign 







ct: ft. v. a Kingde 
hes v. Macfie, 1863, 12 
of the cases mentioned 
above the passenger would be using the hi i 

manner. It oa be open, however 


















Soover. Such a defence, however, hardly a n the case 
of an accident happening on a dark night, when it would be 
viously informed. This is much the same as Barnes v. 
(1850, 9 ©. B. 392), where the plaintiff had j 
alling into a fresh and unfenced area on a dark night. The 
excavation, being by the side of a public way, was held to be 
“a public nuisance, even tho consisted 
eccidontal dosition fom the road ; for the 4 us i 
may reasonably deter prudent persons from using the way 
dune tho ball exieyentes @f it by the public is, in effect, as much 


impossible to see the wires or to know their nature, if rag a4 Bu ud 
FA ‘ 


impeded as in the case'of an nuisance to a highway.” 

And in Coupland v. Harding ham (1813, 8 Camp. 398, 14 R. R. 

164), Tea ROUGH the existence of an unfence 
‘ . ‘ as ' 
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upon an ancient way—for instance, a flight of steps, or a pro- 

jecting flap—no action can be maintained for injury caused 

thereby, whether by day, when it can be seen, or by night, 

when x is invisible h Yollowing Fisher vy. Prowse and Cooper v. 

1862, 2 B. & 8,770), in the former of which Cases a 
cellar-flap had existed as long as the street in a position slightly 
raised above the level of the footway, and in the latter a flight 
of steps had existed for the same period. It was held that in 
neither case could a plaintiff recover for injuries occasioned by 
stumbling against the obstruction. 

The point has now been definitely decided in accordance with 
the above authorities by the Divisional Court in Stewart v. 
Wright (1893, Times L. R. 480) which was an appeal from a 
decision of the judge of the Birkenhead County Court, who had 
held that the erection of the barbed wire fence was dangerous 
to the public using a pullia footeaes and was @ nuisance, and 
had given judgment in favour of the plaintiff for damage to his 
waterproof coat which was blown by a gust of wind against the 
barbs. The barbed wire fence was in continuation of a thorn 
hedge, was abutting on the roadway, and was strained in five 
lines on the further side of posts which were 3 inches by 24 and 
6 feet high. There was also evidence of other injuries, one to 
the plaintiff when he slipped and slightly tore his coat, and one 
to a glove of his wife rst her hand swinging against the 
wire. The appeal was dismissed. 

In Collen v. Ellis (1893, 32 L. R. Ir. 491) a case was stated 
by the justices who had declined jurisdiction on the ground of 
title. The defendant had erected a barbed wire fence along the 
edge of a public road, and rather nearer to (in fact within 2 feet 
of) the trodden path than the former hedge, he claiming the 
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that the erection caused a public nui nd was an obstruction 
- to AUertemr passage oF Dereons on the highway, and an offence 
wit 14 & 15 Vict. c. 8. (3), which is similar to the 
lish Act, 5 & 6 Will. IV. c. 50,8. 72. In the result the 
defendant Ellis was convicted of the offence of obstructing the 
free passage of the public on four separate dates, the offence 

527) it was held that the convictions were good. 
, e may conclude this part of the subject with a reference to 
9 Mux The Barbed Wire Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 32), whereby any 
way authority is empowered to require the occupier of land 
Ae (894 . adjoining a sheer to ete the pulnunee occasioned by barbed 
On failure to comply with this requisition for a period not 
exceeding six months, as stated in the notice, a court of sum- 
mary jurisdiction may direct the occupier to abate the nuisance, 
and on failure to comply within a reasonable time, the highway 


right as owner of soil. The court held that no question of title was 
; involved i the case with their Opinion. Munrrny, J., 
following the reasoning o: tewart v. Wright (supra), also held 
being, in each case after the first, the maintenance of the 
identical wire fence. In 2. v. Co. Dublin Justices (1894, 21. R. 
wire being used in a fencein such a way as to be “ probably 
injurious to persons or animals lawfully using such highway.” 
authority may abate the nuisance and recover the expenses. 
Where a highway authority are the occupiers of the land, any 


ee 





ratepayer may take similar proceedings against it. Also, by 
the Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
59), s. [3a Urban authority may make bye-laws for prevention 








of danger or obstruction to the public from posts, wires, &c., 
| long any street for the @ of any tele - 
@, lighting, railway signalling, or ot “pose. 
z Whee The publ coula n 


; 16 or particular persons are allowed passage by 
p the owner, or are otherwise justifiably present.—In this case such 
QNty persons are entitled to an action, if they receive injury from 

causes likely to occasion injury, and of which they have not 

h ‘ ptt notice. In Brock vy. Copeland (1794, 1 Esp. 203,5 R. R. — 

- Lord Kenyon held that there was no action for injuries ca 

by a dog kept for the protection of property; but that where 
one allows persons to go over his field and they are injured by 
his bull, an action lies. In that case, however, it is evident, 
though no special mention is made of the circumstance, that the 
plaintiff knew of the habit of the defendant to loose his dog at 
night for the protection of his timber yard, as the plaintiff was 
the defendant's foreman. And in //ott v. Wilkes (1820, 3 B. & Ald. 
304), acaseof injury to a trespasser who had notice of the existence 
of spring guns in a wood, Bayey, J., said ‘‘ The case of a man 
keeping on his own premises a furious dog or bull, is toa certain 
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degree analogous to this,” Horroyn, J., adding, “where other 

rsons were used to resort”: of. Blackman v. Simmons (1827,9 

. & P, 188). 

Of rides, if a plaintiff has notice of barbed wire being used 
on land where he is permitted to go, and tears his trousers in 
getting over a fence, he has no legal remedy, for he could 

lainly see the barbs, at any rate, in the daytime. But if g 
cone allows a hunt to cross his land and gives no notice or no 
sufficient notice of barbed wire in his hedges, it is 
gested that the hunt could recover for damage done to their 
hounds, and any owner could recover for injury to a horse, for 
it is usually impossible to detect the noxious wire until the rider 
is too near to stop. Itis to be noticed that the cases of tres. 

assers which follow apply « fortiori to persons who are present 

y leave of the occupier. 

3. In case of trespags.—Upon this head it may be laid down as 
the result of the cases, that the occupier is liable to an action 


by the trespasser, without notice, for any dama, receive 
him in consequence of an engine or implement or thing p 


of an 
or permitted to remain por aj 
trespassers, Or W is calculated to injure them. But an 
mos caused to @ trespasser ee user of the land, 
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as by digging a gravel pit or growing yew trees, is not action- 
able. Thus it was held in early times (Bligh v. Topham, 1 Oro, 


Jac. 158), that no action will lie for digging a pit on a common 
whereby a stray mare is killed, unless it is shewn that the mare 
is rightfully there—¢,g., that the owner was exercising a right 
of common : cf. Hounséll vy. Smyth (1860, 8 W. R. 277, 7 ©. B, 
N. 8S. 731), Brock ¥7 Copeland (supra). 

It will be convenient to take some of the cases shewing 
the liability of an occupier for dangerous implements, &c., in 
chronological order. Thus, in Deane v. Clayton (1817, 7 Taunt, 
489, 2 h, 577, 1 B. Moore, 203), where no verdict was taken — 
on the point of notice, the Court of Common Pleas were equally 
divided as to whether the plaintiff could recover for injury to 
his pointer, caused by a dog ag set in the defendant’s wood, 
In Llott v. Wilkes (1820, 3 B. & a ye the arange re 
trespassing in a wood for the purpose of gathering nuts, having 
setite vebelly from a athoned 9 and also from a fixed print, 
that spring- were set in the wood. He trod upon a wire 
which ex hey a@ spring-gun, whereby he was injured, but the 
Court of King’s Bench held that the action was not maintain- 
able ‘‘ unless they are also prepared to say that any trespasser 
who should hurt himself by coming in contract, in the dark, — 
with spikes or broken glass stuck on a wall, which at that time ~ 
would be invisible, could maintain an action — 
the owners, in a case where it appeared that he had o 
previous opportunity of observing in broad daylight that such means ~ 
of mischief were placed upon the wall” (per Assort, O.J.). Again, — 
“Tt is sufficient for a party generally to say, ‘there are spring- 
guns in this wood,’ and if another then takes upon himself to 
go into the wood, knowing that he is in the hazard of m 
with the injury which the guns are calculated to produce, it 
seems to me that he does it at his own peril, and must take 
the consequences of his own act. The maxim of law, volenti ~ 
non fit injuria, applies. . It is necessary to give as gm 
much notice to the public as you can.” The plaintiff in Bird ~ 
v Holbrook (1828, 4 Bing. 628) was held to be entitl : 
recover for damages incurred from a spring-gun while he was fmm 
on the defendants’ land in pursuit of a stray pea-hen. The © 
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defendants had intentionally withheld notice, with the desire a 
of capturing a thief. in, it was said in Jordin v. © py ly 
(1841, 8 Mu & W. 782), “The question is whether a person | 


passing with a dog through a wood, in which he knows dog- ~ 
spears are set, has any right of action against the owner of — 
the wood for the death of or injury to his dog, who by reason — 
of his own natural instinct, and against the will of his master, — 
runs off the — against one of the dog-spears, and is : 
or injured. e are of opinion that he has not.”” And Tuvpal, — 
C.J., said in Sarch v. Blackburn (1830; 4 0. & P. 297, M. & M.~ 
505), ‘‘ As to the notice, it does not a to me that a 


notice is sufficien e ; 
if6 as a of at Of course z} 
setting Of any spring-gun, man-trap, or other engine caleu- 
lated to a Aly, vom. life or inflict grievous bodily harm, 

whereby grievous bodily harm is inflicted or intended to be ‘ 
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inflicted trespasser, i criminal offence, been original 
the case of such an engine pay a dwelling-house, and for if 7 Bay aot aentaee Soke eeteea oe as os be me 


protection thereof from sunset to sunrise (24 & 25 Vict. c. 
100, s. 31, following 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 18). 





OF THE TRANSMISSION OF THE OFFICE OF 
EXECUTOR, 

Ir is a well-established principle that the administration of the 
estate of a deceased person can be transmitted through a chain 
of exeontorshir®, but the transmission is checked as soon as 
ere is an appointment of an administrator. The power of an 
executor, it is said, is founded upon the special confidence and 
actual appointment of the deceased, and such executor is there- 
fore allowed to transmit that power to another in whom he has 
equal confidence; but an administrator is merely an officer of 
the Probate Division, prescribed by Act of Parliament, in whom 
\ he deceased has reposed no trust at all (2 Bl. Comm. 506), 
Hence the administration of A.’s estate will from his 
executor to the executor’s executor; but if an administrator of 
A.’s estate is appointed, the administration will ee oe to the 
personal representative of the administrator, nor it pass to 
the administrator of A.’s executor (Shep. Touchst. 464; Oom. 
Dig., tit. “‘ Administration” (g)). And the position of execu- 
tors of executors is assured by 25 Ed, 3, st. 5, ¢. 5, which 
enables them to bring actions for debt, &c., in the same manner 
as the first testator might have done, and renders them liable 
to account for goods recovered to the same extent as the first 


executors. Mor r, the chai executorships is t 
although the grant of probate of the testator is a 
ecutor of the executor to whom su 


an has been made continues the administration, and the court 
will not issue limited administration de bonis non of the goods 
of the testator (Jn the Goods of Beer, 2 Rob. Eccl. 349), Under 
the former Egy. a married woman who had been sqeeenton 
executor could, by making a will in which she named her own 














executor, transmit the administration of her testator’s estate, | Eng 


wer given to her by her marriage settlement (Barr v. Carter 
Scox, 429) ; prauidied that either an unlimited grant of probate 
was made of her will, or, if a limited wag was made, that it 
included the unadministered of the first testator (Birkett 


v. Vandercom, 3 Hagg. Eccl. 750). Under_the t practice 
| aa grant of — of the will a a nana a Sa 18 
n 00d8 0, ’ . D. 137 no 8 
question can arise. ‘ 
In order, however, that an 
c pcessary tna 


ew though her will was otherwise confined to executing a 

















76 actually proved the 
Ul (sted v. Stanley, Dyer, 3 , otherwise administration o 

e@ goods of the first testator lestamento_annezo will be 
wr to the residuary legatee, or, e next of 

in (Day v. Chatfield, 1 Vern. 200; Anon., 3 Salk. 21); and it 
makes no difference that the executor has commenced the 
A actual administration of the goods. This is an act im paie of 
which the court cannot take notice before the grant of probate 
(Wankford vy. Wankford, 1 Salk. 308). “They must commit 
administration according as it appears to them judicially, and 


not according to the fact ; and yet the acts done b 
are good.” Of it isan @ fortiors @ executor 
deveases the testator mV. Serjeant, 2 Rep. ; 


executors the office survives, an¢ 
: | the last survivor. Jormerly 
hi ty in cases where some of the executors 
renounced. The renunciation was not final, and the renouncing 
executors might subsequently come in and . Hence the 
administration did not go to the executor of ho ocng , 
the testator not being unrepresented until the surviving executor 
had renounced after the death of his companions (Arnold v. 
Blencowe, 1 Cox, 426; In the Goods of Smith, 3 Ourt. 31). But 
the law was altered by section 79 of the Court of Probate Act, 
1857, which enacts that, where an executor, after the commence- 
Goabess, Kis sights i sespecs cf ho comely diam holly 

probate, his rights in respect of the i Ww 
; the administra 






testamento annexo- 
If, however, the first executor proves, and either dies intestate 
or there is no executor under his will, the administration of the 
estate of the original testator must be continued by a grant 
administration : ( i 
(B. 6); Zingrey v. Brown, 1 Bos. & $10). 
ever, that an administrator durante minore atate of the estate of 
the first executor represents the estate of the testator, 
for he is in loco executoris (Anon., Freeman, 287; see Williams 
on Executors, 9th ed., I. 205, n. (@). 








EARLY ADMIRALTY RECORDS,* 
I 


Mr. MarspeEn has prefaced this selection of admiralty records by 
a valuable introduction, in which he traces the rise of the Court of 
Admiralty, and describes the nature of the business which originally 


England before the beginning of the fourteenth century. It is not 
found in the commission of an tain of the previous century, 
and the earliest mention of it is in connection with the French 
sessions of the King of England and in treaties with continental 
. Mr. MarsDEN surmises that it originated probably in the 
East, and being adopted by the Genoese and other navies of the 
Mediterranean came by way of Gascony into England. In 1300 
Gervase Alard is called Admiral of the Fleet of the Cinque Ports, and 
this, he says, is the earliest evidence of the use of the title in this 
country. The hypothesis, it may be noted, corresponds with the 
history of the word as given in Dr. cre bipeege 5 There it is 
back to the Arabic ‘‘ amir-al,” the part of the title amir- 
al-ma or amir-al-bahr, commander of the water or of the sea. ‘ The 
modern maritime use,”’ it is said, ‘‘ is due to the office of amir-al- 
bahr or amir-al-ma, ‘ Ameer of the Sea’ (Sp. almirante de la mar), 
created by the Arabs in Spain and Sicily, continued by the Christian 
kings of ely; antl atleatek expeuasieny Sy Se earary Sen eee 
lish under Edward III. as ‘ amyral of the se’ or ‘ admyrall of the 
navy.’” The first mention of an Admiral’s Court occurs nearly half 
a century later, though there had from very early times been in exis- 
tence “‘port” or ‘‘ marine” courts at certain seaport town, which 
pea some of the jurisdiction of an —— and with 
which the Court of Admiralty, upon its i t, came into 
conflict. It was this conflict ibly that led to the passing of the 
statutes 13 Ric. 2,c. 5, and 15 Rie. 2, c. 3, referred to below. Subse- 
uently some of the ports, such as Yarmouth, Dartmouth, and 
ester, either obtained from the Crown exemption from the 
Admiralty jurisdiction, or obtained express grants by charter of 
jurisdiction for themselves. 
The origin of the Admiralty Court can be traced, Mr. MarspEn 
- says, with tolerable certainty to the period between the years 1340 


, dealing uence of the 
difficulty which had experienced in wii y or 
: spoil ” claims made by and against foreign sovereigns. e com- 


mon law courts, treaties, and arbitrati , 
factory redress, and at length Edward III. found himself obliged to 
pay out of his own pocket for 
allies by his own subjects. About the 
battle of Sluys, and he was i 
occasion was a natural one 
Court, the princi 
upon the sea, 


| 
| 


for 
function of which to keep the king’s peace 
, to this period accordingly Mr. MARSDEN assigns its 
me = 
roof of his h: esis Mr. MARSDEN its ou 
time a oilens vial eaeeenaniii came oF og 
were dealt with either by the common law courts, or by the - 


2 
é 


cellor, or by the king’s council. Commissions of oyer e terminer to 
deal with such matters as piracy, spoil of wreck, capture of royal fish, 


and obstruction to rivers are common in the Patent and Close Rolls ; 
and the Assize and Rege Rolls 
trials of pirates and “ spoilers” at common law. 
and the ownership of goods taken at sea were disposed of also 
Chancellor, either entirely, or after an issue directed to the common 
an 
at 


law courts. Thus in 1293 occurred 
which the defence was that the 
determination of that fact was entrusted to th justices assigned to 
hear cases of spoil, the case itself being 
cellor or the council. 

In the early part of the fourteenth century there are numerous 
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instances in which piracy claims were left, to the authorities already 
mentioned, and they were also frequently assigned to special commis- 
In 1308 Edward II. i ® commission to certain 
** quditores ” to inquire of spoils alleged to have been committed by 
Frenchmen upon Englishmen at sea, and the process was not to be 
on to the accustomed practice, but summary and Ne geese 
again, about 1313, justices were appointed to settle piracy claims 
made by Flanders, rad ytamnph deat, 0m and determine the matter 
speedily according to the law and custom of England and accordi: 
to the merchant. But the Flemings refused the tribunal, an 
is and other piracy matters were ultimately, in 1320, referred to 
and arbitrators appointed by each country. In the following 
a treaty was ent into with John of Brittany for the reference 
of pi claims to arbitrators, and here, too, the procedure was to 
be summary and straightforward. In 1323 occurs an instance of an 
inquiry held by the admiral, but it was in obedience to a special writ 
from the king. Numerous other cases of piracy were the subject of 
diplomatic mdence, and at length, as already intimated, 
ward ITI. found it n to pay for damage done by his sub- 
jects. In 1342 he states that he had paid £10,000 to the Genoese for 
ils committed on them, and other similar cases occur. Ordinarily 
to the law do not seem to have resulted in any benefit to 
the complainants. In 1339 commissioners were appointed to try a 
case of piracy committed by Englishmen on Spanish and other mer- 
chants in Southampton Water, but though a jury returned a verdict 
ifying the names of the spoilers and the goods that had come to 
hands of each, upon execution being issued, there was a return 
of “non sunt inventi,” and there was probably a result equally 
oNGfegotiatone with Franc 
egotiations wi ce concerning piracy claims were pending 
from the beginning of the fourteenth avs until the commence- 
ment of war in 1337. Documents with regard to these, and also with 
to negotiations with Flanders, are contained in the 
‘* memorable record,” known as “‘ Fasciculus de Superioritate Maris,” 
of which Mr. MarspEn gives a full account. One of the documents 
contained in it has been printed by SELDEN in his ‘‘ Mare Clauswm,” 
and by Lord CoxkE in the Fourth Institute, Title ‘‘ Admiralty,’ and has 
been relied upon as shewing the antiquity of the Court of the Admiral. 
It claims that the Admiral of the King of England, and in his 
absence the mariners of En from time immemorial, have had 
urisdiction in ali matters arising in the sea of England. Mr. MARSDEN, 
, declines to regard the document as establishing that there 
been an admiralty court in existence, and he shews, by 
reference to other documentary evidence extant at the Record Office, 
that it was a protest against French claims to the sovereignty of the 
sea, presented on behalf of the English merchants to the arbitrators 
appointed to. inquire into the piracy dispute. 

The ‘‘ Fasciculus”’ also contains a document, dated in 1339, part of 
which is printed by Lord Coxz, by which three clerici are appointed 
to advise the king as to the settlement of piracy claims, the preserva- 
the maintenance of the king’s sovereignty of the 
sea is office of admiralty therein. No record appears to ex- 
ist of the advice given by the clerici to the king, but Mr. Marspzw 
con thet it resulted in the erection of a Court of Admiralty. 
Just at that time the king of England was assuming such titles as 
“* King of the Sea” and ‘‘ Lord of the English Sea on every side,” 
his claim to superiority seems to have been acquiesced in by the 
Flemings, and the French naval — was broken by the battle of 

i says “‘ to suppose that after the 

of Sluys, Edward III., acting on the advice of the commis- 

—- ret extended nay jurisdiction of the admiral, which had 

up to been mainly disciplinary and administrative, so as to 

enable him to hold an independent court and administer complete 
justice in piracy and other maritime cases.” 

But the mode in which the Admiralty Court was instituted 
remains, in spite of Mr. MARSDEN’S research, a matter of conjecture. 
For several years after 1340 cases of piracy, and of ownership of 

taken at sea, were tried as before by the judges, or the 
, or the council, or else by special commissioners, and the 
ings in a case of spoil before the Admiral is 
t year Edward III., in answer toa claim by the King 


i to Portuguese goods, taken an English- 
from a French ship which had previously spoi od he Fechinna 
had 
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vessel, said the iral, before whom the Portuguese owner had 
declared the goods to belong to the English captor as good 
prize. At length in 1360 the appointment of John Paveley to be 
of the fleet contains an express power to hold pleas, punish 
uents, and do full justice “prout de jur: et secundum legem 
maritimam.” Subsequent patents of the same and the following year 

a similar grant of maritime jurisdiction, and also 


ii 


wer for 


to provide for the appointment of a judge of the 

newly-erected court.” 
From this date the Admiralty Court became estublished, though 
the jurisdiction appears to have been exercised "the 


the admiral to appoint a deputy—a power says Mr. IDEN, 
“ probably intendad t at x 


separately by 





Admirals of the North, South, and West; and the vigour 
which it extended its jurisdiction ig attested by the statutes which 
was found neonaney fo pass at the end of the century > a 
check upon it. e statute 13 Ric, 2, c.. 5, reciting the 
admirals and their deputies held their sessions within divers places 
in the realm, in prejudice of the king and the common law, im 
diminution of franchises, and in destruction and ae 
the common people, provides that in future they should not m 
with anything done within the realm, but only with things done 
upon the sea; and 15 Ric. 2, c. 3, after a similar preamble, provides 
that the Admiral’s Court shall have no jurisdiction over contracts, 

leas, ‘and quarrels arising within the bodies of counties, whether 

land or by water, or over wreck, but that such matters shall 

be tried and determined by the laws of the land. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Brits Passep rnto Law.—The Royal Assent was given on the 
5th inst. to the Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill, Public 
Works Loans Bill, Expiring Laws Continuance Bill, Public Offices 
(Acquisition of Site) Bill, Purchase of Land (Ireland) Amendment 
Bill, and Canadian Speaker (Appointment of Deputy) Bill, and to 
fourteen provisional orders. 








REVIEWS. 
RULING CASES. 


Rvuuine Cases. ARRANGED, ANNOTATED, AND EDITED BY RoBERT 
CAMPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, Advocate of the Scotch Bar, 
and late Fellow of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, AssisTED BY OTHER 
MEMBERS OF THE Bak. WITH AMERICAN NoTEs BY IRVING 
Browne. Vol. IV. Banxruprcy—Bi1ts oF LapinG. Stevens 
& Sons (Lim.). 

This volume of the ‘‘ Ruling Cases” series is taken up with the 
three heads of “‘ Bankruptcy,” “ Bills of Exchange,” and “ Bills of 
Lading,’’ the greater part being assigned to the second subject. In 
meena Mariy tong wen as Spe ills of exchange it has to be remem- 
bered that the law depends chiefly—especially in bills of exchange—- 
on the wording of statutes, and the cases, therefore, are only useful 
as explanatory of the statutes. Consequently the cases quoted under 
ig ae of _— use without reference to - Jing “4 in which 
Mr. Camp ives the corresponding provisions of the Bankru 
Act, 1883. Thas the law as to the vesting of the property of a rae 
rupt in his trustee is to be found in the notes to Selkrig y. Davies (2 
Rose, 291) which itself is concerned only with the Fecogni the 
law of Scotland of the effect in this of an lish bavk- 
ruptcy. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Act that all the pro- 
perty of a bankrupt acquired prior to his discharge vests in the trus- 
tee, it is settled that he may dispose of chattels acquired after the 
bankruptcy until the trustee. intervenes (Qohen v. Mitchell, 38 W. B. 
551, 25 Q, B. D. 262), but the decision mm Re New Land, 


Association and Gray (40 W. B. 295, 551; 1892,-2-Ct-T38), that the 
see OF- Toon v Mitchell dows not apply to freehold, left i 
Joubt ul whaf Tule wadto be adopted with respeet to leaseholds, 
Mr. Cam suggests that, ing to views in the 


according 

Court of Appeal in the course of the argument in Re New Land, ée., 
Association and Gray, a chattel interest in land must also becon- 
sidered falling outside the decision in Cohen v. Mitchell. But itis to 
be noticed t a contrary decision has recently been given by 
Curry, J., in Re Clayton and Barelay’s Contract (43 W. R. 549), that 
learned judge in Re New Land, éc., 
Association and Gray infringed far enough on the rulein Cohen v. 
Mitchell, and holding that till the interference of the trustee 
a ban can dispose of leaseholds as freely as of chattels. 

In wee, Was Gn Seeeeaee Se Secesies Nagentes sae 
still greater prominence to statute law, and Mr. Campbell recog- 
nizes this by printing the Bills of Exchange Act, 1582, as an intro- 
duction to the numerous cases which he has yyy my Ate he 
says, occupies a peculiar position in relation to a ion of case- 
ay. Tn the main it is o dadacetoey of the enaumion law where my 
Hoglist ine,” and Thi only in exceptional cases that the: pre 

i Ne it is in i cases that the previous 
case-law requires to be caro In the first instance recourse 
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ject the greater of the volume. This is in with the 
abi with Shick the work is executed, & less 
liberal allowance might have been The ough 
pagel by aah Soins Go haan sikh ig SEER. ov 
- e 
in question came up for decision. Such a note has, in 


ith the , been introduced for the cases on 
bills of lading, and the addition, whieh will be found serviceable, is 
to be continued in future volumes. The editor in the preface 
acknowledges the continued assistance of Mr. A. E. Randall. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 

The Statutes of Practical Utility. Arranged im Alphabetical and. 
Chronological Order, with Notes and Indexes. Being the Fifth 
Edition of ‘‘ Chitty’s Statutes.” By J. M, Lety, Barrister-at-Law. 
Volume XI: “ ” to “ Boeieties.” Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Statutes of Practical Utility. Arranged in Alphabetical and 
Chronological Order, with Notes and Indexes. Being the Fifth 
Edition of ‘‘ Chitty’s Statutes.” by J. M. Lery, Barrister-at-Law. 
Volume XII.: “Solicitors” to ‘‘ Wo 
well (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Company Precedents for Use in Relation to Companies Subject to 
the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, With ious Notes and an 
Appendix containing Acts and Rules, Sixth Edition. By Francis 
BEAUFOY PALMER, Barrister-at-Law, assisted by CHARLES Mac- 
NAGHTEN and ARTHUR JoHuN CHITTY, Barristers-at-Law. In Two 
Parts. Part I. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

State Li Balletin. Additions No. 2. November, 1804, 
Subject Index of Law Additions from lst January, 1883, to 3ist 
December, 1893, Albany: University of the State of New York. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
AUCTIONEER’S AUTHORITY. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—At a sale by auction of freehold property a person bids for 
certain lots and has them knocked down te him. After the auction 
the purchaser does not attend at the rostrum to sign the contract 
and pay the deposit, and on being subsequently asked to do so 
iepediahen the purchase. 

Cannot the auctioneer sign as his t, notwithstanding such 
repudiation, soas to bind him? Authorities on the point are desired. 
Aug 23. MANAGING CLERK. 

[See ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. S.J.] 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Lone VACATION, 1895, 
Notice. 
During the vacation until further notice :—ALll 
may require to be immediately or promptly 
to the judges who for the time —— act as vacation judges. 
sdiaea sh anaih Dontine notion, ais tae tosis Gourt IZ Royal 
judges, will, unti r notice, sit in be 
Courts of Justice, at 11 a.m. on Mondey in every week, i 
on Monday 16th of September, be Hw cows of hearing suc 
plications of the above nature as, g to the practice in the 
eery Division, are usually heard in court. 
No.cnge, Wil. be pinged io the ince paper wahes Dave has been 
t the 


, ave to be made 


previously obtained, or 9, corti wires 
to_be immediately or promptl and s y the 
sone, is left with the papers. 
The necessary relating to every application made to the 
udges’ to. be 


vacation judges (see notice below as to j are 

left with the cause clerk in attendance, Chentary Righthasr’ Chum. 
bers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, 

Friday ious to the day on which the application is 

made. When ib ease erk is not in atten may be left 
room 136, under cover, addressed to him, and mar 


d 


cery Vacation Papers, or they may, be sent b t, but in either case 
ag tg mpsess gee Raye linge ao reg 
Urgent MATTERS WHEN JUDGE NOT PRESENT Court 


the judge by post or rail, prepaid, secompanied by the 
sel, ae ote ot the affidavits in support of te application, and 


rking Classes.” Sweet & Max- J 








also by a minute, on a 
the order he may 


ac 
HL 
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if 
fat 


» sheet of paper, 
the : Penitedto, 
i Vocation, as Chambers, Royal oe 
Dy Scamp 

On applications for injunctiotis, in addition to the { 
of the writ, and a certificate , 
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wi i on 
Friday in every week, from 10 t 2 o'clock. Mr. Justice 
will, until further notice, hear urgent 
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Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, on or bo b 
Frida: vious to the day on which the application to the jadge is 
intended to be made :— : f 

1.—Counsel’s certificate of urgency or note of special leave granted 


bua’ =a 
2.— copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if amy), and 
any other documents the nature of the application. 

3.—Two eepies of notice of motion. : 

4.— Office copy affidavits im support, and also affidavits in answer 


(if any). 
a Se ee ee en ernie) ag nd 3 


of their papers. 
Norice ro Soricrrors. 


: cums 
The Chan ” office will be open r 
day, the 18th of ber,-and on the same day in every suc- 
ceedin week during the vacation, the registrar in attendance will 
nan eanetbenn. nequultang, sasme earners 
by the paymaster ; the order, we Se necessary 
notification of the amendment as » Ewin 
Court Funds Rules, 1886, ought to be left at his seat not later than 
12 o’obeck on the previous day. 











CASES OF THE ‘WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re SHIP ESTRELLA—10th September. 
Apuinanty Practice—Action m —Saue or Suw—Jvnispecrion 


PERSONAM - 
—Apsrratry Cour® Act, 186k (24 Vier. c. 10), 8: & 





| Reported by J. BE. Arvous, Barrister-at-Law.) ° 


IN THE MATTER OF A SOLICITOR—10th September. 
Paracrics —ArrachMent—Contaurt or Covar—Soricrron—Cosrs. 
This was an application on behalf of Arthur Howker, the petitioner in 


pee an ea 
for : of 
ip Te enh it wae at the solicitor shor w fort 
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h fb een employed as solicitor for the said Arthur 

Howker. Ups behalf of the applicant it was said that it had been im- 

— to get from the solicitor either a bill of costs or certain deeds of 

petitioner which were in his m, and costs as between solicitor 
and client were asked for. 

ed J. ordered a id of re to 













issue, the writ to lie in the 
a hé sol or tna nad 
been famed ay cation for ovate an Bet CW eer solicitor and client refused, 
usual order made.—Covunszt, Duka. Soxicrrorns, Wynne, Baxter, § 

y [Reported by J. E. Axpovs, Barrister-at-Law.) 





DOUBLIER v. MACRIGANNI8—10th September. 


Rucervern—Svussectr Marrer or Conrractr—Monsy RecervaBLe UNDER 
Contract. 


This wa: &, motion u pon. heard of the plaintiff for Se ae D a utnent ¢ of = 






of the 


to procure Turks and others for wrestling exhibitions at the 
Alhambra to divide in equal parts the profits during one year. For 
the defendant it was said that the contract related solely to Turks. At 
the t time the Turks were no longer employed, so that there was 
to receive. There were now five Frenchmen, three Englishmen, 

and the plaintiff performing. 
Maruew, J., said that, taking the agreement by itself, it related to 
Turks only, and there would be no order on the motion, except that costs 


be costs iv. the action. T deliver pleadings in the 
.—Counszt, F. Dodd; Turreli. Soxtcrrons, Arthur New 


»f Abrahams ¢ Co. 
{Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Ré THE ESTATE OF JAMES WILLIAM TYLER (deceased), TYLEK AND 
OTHERS v. CICOGNANI AND OTHERS; Re AN APPLICATION 
«- AGAINST ROBERT TALMAN COOPER—10th September. 


Pracrice—Contempt or Covrt—Recerver—Morton to Commrr—App.i- 
CANT NoT PARTY TO AcTrion—Locus Sranp1—Orp. 42, r. 26. 


“This was a motion on behalf of William Hadfield Cocker, of ‘‘ gr 
t’s Hill, West Norwood, that Robert Talman Cooper, the 


in n the ection, ‘might be ordered to be committed to prison for his contempt 
in with execu the said house “ Medina,’’ 

op ma By ekewich, J., in on dated the 24th 
of June, 1895, or in the alternative, that the said Robert Talman Cooper 
ment be attached for his said contempt. Upon behalf of the receiver 


|e preliminary objection was taken that the applicant was not a party 





to the action, and therefore, no -locus stands. Upon the applicant’s 
behalf it was contended that ord. 42, r. 26, gave him a locus standi. 

Maruew, J., overruled the objection. 

It appeared that the action was brought for the administration of the estate 
of the testator, James William Tyler, the mdent Cooper being the 
receiver of such estate appointed by the court. The applicant was a tenant 
under an t for three years from Lady-day, 1894, of the leasehold 


yo ’* forming part of the estate. Qn the 24th of June, 1895, on 
mpg ere grer= applicant, the following order was made in 
“The udge, being of opinion t would be for the benefit 
pep g that repairs 


ereinafter wees should be done, doth 


_receive! or in_thie-action, de execute 
in the house known as ‘ Medina,’ Knig. 


mn 
_O —¥. 


‘appoint- 

the costs of this g his appoint 
rsared, with Uberty to apy ail this Guan io 4 Vo Sieas puedes 
a is whether the receiver is bound by any contract to do the 
It was stated upon the applicant’s behalf that the receiver 
Le: to do the repairs. Upon behalf of the 
ran 2 cee Sake Sub Ge eaten licant was not entitled to 
the order of the 24th of June, 1895; he had brought an action 
and recovered damages, and, having elected, he was not entitled to his 
oo “* Forthwith”” meant “‘ within a time to be fixed 
Maruew, J prem’ the mation te stung ever te the scored matin 
day in next sittings ; the mosiver d wi p dire stion to do the 

Sepeebed. by th 











JO, Delle lle 
a Soricrrons, King 





[Reported by J. E. A.povs, Barrister-at-Law. } 
Re THE WILL OF JAMES WHITEHAND ) AND THE SETTLED 


ESTATES ACT, 1877—10th September. 


Paliceten~- Penge Ainmanisinn~ knees Party—ArriDAVIT ENTITLED 
“IN ANOTHER Martren—ArroInTMENT OF NEW TRUSTEE BEFORE ORDER 
~Drawn Ur—Serrizp Esrares Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vicr. c. 18). 











e respec e 
agreement in writing dated the 24th of Aer. 1895. Upon behalf | p 
tiff it was said that he ente into an agreement with the 





week for her life, and subject thereto he bequeathed unto his executors and 
trustees all his freehold hereditaments upon trust Mi pean his wife to 
receive soahee ts rents and profits thereof (sub ot mb ood the annuity) for A. 
own absolute use and efit, and after her decease he devised 
the said freehold hereditaments unto hie ¢ 
Yolland, for her life for her sole and 
upon anticipation, and immediately after her decease, ‘‘ and 
the event of her leaving lawful issue her surviving, — lawful 
issue to take and be entitled to their parent’s 
trust freehold premises as therein last aforesaid in aa shares 
and as tenants in common,” and he appointed his wife, Rosanah White- 
hand, and Jonathan Porter, one of the tioners, executors and trus- 
tees of the will. The testator died on the 28th of December, 1870, and 
a tens? See the said ponte tag and trustees on the 25th of 
February, 1 e daughter, the annuitant, died in 1885. The 
daughter, Phillis Whitehand Yolland, married in i869, and there has been 
issue of the marriage nine children, two of whom have died, , the remaining 
we 


seven being petitioners, six by their father and next friend, since 
an agreement made on the 9th of Augus £, 1805, betweon the 


petitioner, Jo mathan Porter, of the one part, and oT inal Perry, of the 
cee part, Jonathan Porter agreed to grant a building lease of the said 
remises to the said Samuel Perry for the term of ninety-nine years from 
the 24th of June, 1895, at the rent of a peppercorn for the first six months, 
and at the rent of £85 a annum for the remainder of the term, upon 
certain conditions which, if carried out, would be very advantageous to 
all persons interested in the settled estate. The rent of £85 was the 
best rent which could be procured. It was provided that the said agree- 

ment should be void unless the sanction of the court could be obtained on | 
or before the 29th of September, 1895. Rosanah Whitehand was now of 
the age ef eighty-three years or thereabouts, and had been for ten years 
last past in weak health and inca ble of managing her affairs. 
In support of the petition leave was cael to amend it by adding as a 

y Rosana tehand, the apap ? widew, a th nt  ronaps 4 
end. d on 





or, “and 
aU new east Oe lace of the said Rosanah Whitehand before 


order was drawn w that the appointment of the new trustee 
should be pupteeed | to the } Sagan and verlded. 









Soxicrrors, Mills, Laer, #) 
[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law.) 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re DENNIS, Ez parte DENNI8S—Vaughan Williams, J., 22nd July and 
12th August. 








Banxruptcy—Rescisson oF Recervine Ornper—Mongy Par rmrto Court 
To mEET Cams or OREDITORS WHO CANNOT BE FOUND—STATUTE OF 
Liurrations (21 a 1, c. 16), s. 3—Banxrvuproy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vicr. c. 52), ss. 35 anv 36. 


In this case a receiving order was made the debtor in November, 
1888, but between that date and the 12th of March, 1889, the debtor 
all except, two small creditors in full. These creditors he was unable to 
fing, b 4. — Lepost cont a sultictes D gum to 3 4 p ; 
ull, and, upon having done this, 
a the 12th of March, 1889. The two pine Asa never ap 
any claim to the fund in court, and upon the 12th of April, 1895, the offi- 
cial receiver wrote to the debtor stating that there was a balance in court 
to the credit of his estate of £51 19s. 7d., held subject to the claims of 
the two creditors, but he refused to hand it over to the debtor without 
an order of the court. Upon application to the court it was contended on 
behalf of the debtor that, as six years had elapsed since the rescission of 
the receiving order without any claim being — by the two creditors, 









—— 


the statute of limitations had now run .” 


Vaveuan Wiiuiams, J., held that statute aa ue limitations did 
apply to the case. His lordship stated that he ought to deal with 
rescission of a recei order, in the same way as with the annulment of 
an adjudication, and wuld be guided by ox ons 35 and 36 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883. Now section 36 first, that : debt dis- 

uted by the debtor shall be considered as paid in fall if the de tor enters 
to a bond, in such sum and with sureties as the court approves, to pay 


the amount to be recovered in any ae for the recovery of or con- 
comins SS debt, with costs ’’ ; that ‘‘ any debt due ir | 


or cannot mnot, be identified, shall be conser 


on paid in «7 into court. 
disputed debts statute of limitations might amely, be but it ot Ms of hin prov, an oot 


to the latter provision as to acknowledged debts. His yy A 
however, that he was anxious to assist the debtor, and that if the 
receiver could report that the two creditors or their personal representa- 
tives could not be found, the debtor mo have tae money out of court, 
subject to his giving reasonable securi to repay the amount if the credi- 
tors should at any time be found.— 
Meckensi. 
Trade. 
[Reported by P. M. Faaxoxs, Barrister-at-Law.) 


cnet, J. F. P. Rawlinson ; Muir | 
Soxicrrors, Moree ¢ Simpson ; The Solicitor to the Board of ; 












oss. 


BSBOszdooew Feocees 











~ Sept, 14, 1895. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 











LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. Naruanre, Gzorcz CiayTon 
which occurred at his residence, The Chesters, near Hexham, on Thurs- 
day, the 5th inst. Mr. Clayton came of an eminent of Newcastle 
lawyers. His ancestors were for several generations at Clayton 
Hall, Yorkshire, but in the last century representatives of the family went 
to Newcastle, and Mr. Nathaniel Clayton, the of Mr. N. G. 
Clayton, became town clerk and acquired an influential position in the 
town. Of his six sons the eldest, aleo named Nathaniel, was in the same 
form at Harrow as Lord Byron and Sir Robert Peel, and is mentioned 
as a ‘“‘monster of learning, talent!and hope ’’ in Moore’s life of Byron. 
In the examination for the sixth form, Nathaniel Clayton was first. 
Sir Robert Peel second, and the poet fourth. Another son of Nathaniel 
Clayton, senior, was Mr. John Clayton, the rape) eee lawyer and 
antiquary, who, like his father, was town clerk of Newcastle, and who 
died in 1890 at theage of ninety-eight. The youngest of the sons was the 
Rev. Richard Clayton, a clergyman grea 
was for several years Master of the Hospital of St. Mary e in 
that town. He was the father of Mr. N. G. a subject 
of this notice. Born in 1833, Mr. Clayton went to w and 
to Oxford, where he took a good classical . On his return to New- 
castle he went into the office of his uncle, the town clerk, and was admitted 
a solicitor at Easter, 1860. Entering into partnership with his uncle he 
took an active share in the business, and became the head of it u his 
uncle’s retirement in 1870, about a hundred years after the founda- 
tion of the firm. For over twenty years continued in prac- 
tice, prominently identifying himself with all that relates to 
the profession and ing an active interest in the proceedings of the 
Incorporated Law Society and of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Associa- 
tion. In 1889 he was President of the Newcastle-on-Tyne Incorporated 
Law Society, and in the same year an rdinary member of the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society. On the death of his uncle, Mr. 
John Clayton, in 1890, he succeeded to the family estates, and, uish- 
ing his profession, he took up his residence at the historic ion of 
the Chesters. The original grounds of the house contained a part of the 
old Roman Wall, and Mr. John Clayton during his occupation had added 
to them land containing other portions until eventually he obtained the 
remains of the wall for many miles, and became the owner of several 
Roman stations. On his succession to the property Mr. N. G. Clayton 
took great interest in arranging and making accessible 
numerous antiquarian relics which had been collected, and he effected 
very extensive additions to the house. At the General Election of July, 
1892, he was returned as Conservative member for the Hexham Division 
of Northumberland, but was unseated on tion, it being found by the 
court (Cave and Vaughan Williams, JJ.) that he had guilty of 
corrupt and — ractices by his agent, though not ly. At the 
time of his dea’ . Clayton was High Sheriff of Northumberland. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvuTion. 


Hammond Davis, Witt1am Henry Sapier, and Mavrice Dewine, 
solicitors (Medwin & Co.), Horsham, Sussex. Aug. 28. 
[ Gazette, Sept. 6. 


GENERAL. 


At the West London Police court on the 10th inst. a woman complained 
to Mr. Rose that her husband would not speak to her. Mr. Rose: I’m 
afraid the law does not compel a man to speak. The A : What 
amIto do? It is fearful to havea man who refuses to to you.— 
- ama I cannot compel him to speak if he to remain 

umb. 


At a meeting of the council of the Birmingham Chamber of Commerce 
held on Wednesday last, Mr. W. Barwell presiding, attention was called 
to the procedure of the New Zealand Government in assessing for income 
tax the profits on orders taken by travellers for English firms. This pro- 
cedure, it was alleged, was arbitrary and inconvenient, and it was 
to write to the colonial authorities on the subject. 


**Now, Mr. Breeve,’’ asked the chairman of the investigating com- 
mittee, “‘is it not true that you took the case of Jones v. Brown ona 
conditional fee—that you agreed to accept a of the amount recovered 
as your fee?” ‘It is not true, sir,” rep the lawyer, “T stipulated 
that I should have all of it and 500 dols. besides.” ‘' Gentlemen,” said 
the chairman, ‘‘I fail to see where Mr. Breeve has been guilty of unpro- 
fessional condnet at all.—The Green Bag. 


The following are the Circuits chosen by the judges of the Queen’s 
Bench Division for the ensuing Autumn Ania. some of which commence 
on October 25—viz., South-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Hawkins; Oxford 
Circuit, Mr. Justice Mathew ; Midland Circuit, Mr. Justice Day ; Western 
Circuit, Mr. Justice Wills ; North-Eastern Circuit, Justices Grantham and 
Wright; North and South Wales Circuits, Mr. Justice Lawrance; 
Northern Circuit, Justices Collins and Kennedy. Prisoners oy er be 
tried at these assizes, except at Manchester and Liverpool on the Northern 
Circuit ; Leeds on the North-Eastern Circuit; Birmingham on the Oxford 
and Midland Circuits, at which place Justices Mathew and Day = 
each other ; and Cardiff on the North and South Wales Circuits, w 

civil cases will also be taken. / 


tly esteemed in Newcastle, who | legalised 


en | recover the amount, one hi and -five 













































tears from her eyes before she 
(addi her).—You are 
—Yes; only for ten months, 
the form, which im: upon her 
months, and she left the court it the company of her husband. 


Judge Bischoff, of the Court of Common Pleas, New York, has decided, 
ty ag aa foe oo Act ! they pposed to do 
section e Perc Le were su, ve 

° The question Wes iclind tal © tub Se. A 


arranged, and won by Brown Dick, a horse belonging to Mr. J. 0. 5 
With a view to decide the point, the owner ta suit 


County Jockey Club, as defendants, all the facts, but took their 
stand on the plea that the Percy Gray Act was unconstitutional, and, 
therefore, that the sweepstakes as a contract was 
This view Judge Bischoff confirmed that the whole matter turned 
on the constitutional question. In his udgment he observed: “‘ The 
outcome of a horse race depends upon chance. 
ment of sweepstakes is void under 
element of uncertainty and contingency of event which the 
money is or staked is tin gach a cas to bring the trans. 
of the word $s 


action within the letter and “ 4 
would not interfere with the offering of 


; 
| 
t 


has since stated that his 
prizes or premiums by racing associations. 
The much-vexed question of 
dent of the Times, at length some 
. E. L. Newcombe, Q.C., eg Meg a of Justice, who came to 
on 











this country as the representative Government, is 
So eee to Canada. He will car Ot A 
modifications of he still inopera st of | 


’s demand in 
8 ngoe 


nese have peer TeC ‘ Poe 
pc ot English dee aad salen Mtr. “Hall Onine ond 
representatives o au » 

Me. F. R. Daldy. al ner cy gy pte vag wey en 
en Se ne ee oe they to 
recognize the right of ng in every who has any 
right of copyright in the United 
ciple emstala eonoummune eno which it 
that is fair and just in Canada’s expectations. It now remains to the 
Conedion Goveumaen® So See snteets 00 Oe ee ee 
obtain the approval send snl Weak one on the ihe a 
printers, on one hand, and British on the other, will 
to accept the compromise which the 
Howsomshe's taetvasione Slee nn eres the Govern- 
wach of the Anthony’ Boctity tock ge to Otleonan te of Eugiiah 

fe) uthors’ go to wa as 

Sotbess ts couke ott teateeaiions yap 
malt Y the Onnadien Pastioment 2 oh the bar of the 

ittee o: or, at 
House, will be, of course, at the discretion of ¢ ; but it is pro- 
bable that the Colonial 
hear with satisfaction of 
Canadians to arrive ata t 
demands, would not be unacceptable to this 
country. Mr. Caine is to sail on the 18th of September by the White Star 


Teutonic. 


modaiici 






u 


i 
i 
4 








The agnor mom gy pray ap name eg a 
Three per Cent. Stock, redeemable at \. : 
chargeable on the and 
lands, rite nag ; the 
value of £2,205,436. The price of issue is £105 per centum. 
debt of the Corporation is £3,691,236. 

Satz or Reveznsions, Lirz P anp SHARES.— 
Foster & Cranfield’s 559th 7 putotical 
E.C., on Thursday, the 5th inst., when the 
realized :—Absolute Reversion to one-ninth of £1 


e 
: 


i 
at 
iF 


f 
t 
Dt 
A 
: 
jt 
ELL 












arising 
from und-rents, &c., 1), life 53 £1 . Rever- 
sion to moiety of , aTiite 16 seara a8 A potloy for 43,000 Lie: a 
tion life 61 £350 ; Policy for £1,000, bonuses. § 
£550 10s., Scottish Provident Institation, life 69 £980. _ 
G. Kynoch & Co., 3 £10 Preference Shares at £13, Brooke, Simpson, & 
Spiller, 5 £5 “A” Shares (£4 10s. at 185. ; 6 Lamplough £5 
£3 paid) at £2 10s.; 170 £5 Six Cent. Shares in 
Baker z pane and . 50 Ordinary Shares in ditto at 48 ; 
and others. total by the sale was £5,040. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH. 


Reap.—BSept. 5, at Fairholme, 16, Park-road, Blackpool, the wife of William J. Read, 
solicitor, of a son. 








Wansino To nrrenpinc House Purcrasers anp Lessees.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly | 
Examined by an mere from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros ), 
65, Victoria- estminster. Fee for a London house, 2 guineas ; 
county by sonoma (Established 1875.)—[Apvr. ] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept. 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrzp ux Cuaxcery. 
Covosiat axp Forgiay Corrorartiox, Liurrep (1x Votuntary Liquiration)—Creditors 
=“ dresses. 


on or before 18, to a their names an: , and particulars 

debts or claims, to Dalglish, 83, Hatton garden 
Pe 1° Hore. Senprcarte, iomweo tote lor winding up, presented Sept 4, 
to be heard on Sept 17. ttopher, 7, Arundel st, ‘Strand, solor for peter. 


= of ym must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
Evans & odad snp Sear ure required, on or before Oct 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and iculars of their debts or claims, to Mr William Hicklin, 
61, Amhuret park, Stamford | hil Edell & Gordon, 4, King st, 
lnvavearvense ExrLonaTion Co, Lamrrep (1x VouxTary ix Lanmenatvett-Ceiiems one 
pegs on or a 18, to send in their names _— ad , and particulars of 
gear is omas Fell Dalglish, 83, Hatton 
a | Les & oe sutra Peta for w up, directed 
on Sept ‘ash & Co, 12, Queen st, e, solors for petners, Notice of 
ae capenting =a dpa th bovenamed not not later than’é o'clock in the afternoon of 
Sw. Sasepy, Bovos Porrary anv Cagpunite Oo, Liwirgp—Creditors are require 


ph tan 2, to send in their names and and of thet debts 
fo Sine? Soh Joslyn, 8, Victoria cres, St Helen’s rd, Swansea. Lewis, 54, 
an age ty Davies & Ingram, Swansea 


Sage > Seiran— wr Bh pmyien — on or before Oct 7, to send their 
addresses, and Frorge ie of their debts or ‘ae to Wentworth Hyde 
st, Cardiff. Williams & 


a. (1x Laquipation)—Creditors are on 
SEA Rie stews wast am ge gm on their, ae or 
eman a 
claims, Ay meet Innis Husey, oung, Jones, 2, St Mildred’s 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Pawiey Faurxpiy Bexxrit Society, Falcon Inn, Fawley, Southampton. 
New Fatewvry Society, Star Inn, Rusper, Horsham, Sussex. Aug 31 





Aug 31 


‘ Susrzxpep ror Toaes Morras. 
Pajy.ayresorist Lopes, G.U.0.0.F. Friaxpty Sociery, Market Hotel, Wigan, Lancs. 


3 
Bick awn Buniat Socizry, Woolpack Inn, Brickfield, nr Rochdale, Lancs, Sept 3 


London Gasette.—Torspay, Sept. 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamtrep tm Caancerr. 
pele dc ha or before Oct 19, to send their 
of their or claims, to John Robert Spratiing, 
j Barker, Great by, soler to liquidator 
Joam Losczorrom & Co, paD—Oreditors are ——= on or before Nov 2, to send 
their names and adtiresses, and particulars of th their® debts or claims, to John Edward 


MeLintock, 23, Church st, Barneley 
Mvusearporn’s Selec Hann amp Saut Syypicars, Luoarep required, 


—Creditors are 
oa ge before Bept 0, send itr names and adldremes, and partioulare of their debta 
‘or claims, to royd, 29, Corporati: . . W. 
Fox, Manchester, solors ” —_ 7. 


J. H. Hovaentoy & Co, Lr 
Bames and addresses, and 


a 


. i pasticuiens of po Bet hy od i hn 
or 57, 
st, y Bayer & Uo, Menchosten, solens fon liquidator 
Rear ry peas Hawpxercuizr Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 


Oct 30, to send their names and addresses, and of their debts or claims, to 
17, Laurence Pountaey lane, Cannon st. Williamson & Co, 13, Sherborne 


Wrarer & Koewa, ag ey are required, on or before Oct 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of py hw ER FE HY Goddard, St 
George’s House, Eastcheap. Armstrong & Lamb, 53, Moorgate st, solors for liquidator 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
a Cus — Equtrasue Assurance Socrzrr, Townhall, Alcester, Redditch, 


—_, Aug 
Baaproup Canevostax Faizxpiy Socizry, 9, Leeds rd, Bradford, Yorks, Aug 31 


i 





Op any Razz Fine Insvnance yo | &c., wanted to complcte a 
; ; —Particulars, by letter, to A. R. O., 76, Cheapside, London. ~ 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fnipay, Aug. 30. 
sopieh Gti ae Merchant. Sept 30. Lioyd v Bostock, Registrar, Liver- 
- ontygtag, pies Terrace House, Hampstead. Oct1. Levineohn v Raphael, 
London Gazette.—FPuivay, Sept. 6. 


POT Mieeadand Wales» Powell: Chitin ing, Choscery inn: 


Metropolitan Bank of 











UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov Oxam. 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, September 3. 


| Apausox, Tomas, Brockstage, Ashton in Mackerfield, Hinge Maker Sept 16 Wilson, 


| 





Reuven Heme, 8t-Ann’s on the Sea Oct14 Whitaker & Hibbert, Haslingden 

| Barras, Exiza, Brighton Oct 10 Vanderpump & Son, Gray’s inn sq 

Bowxess, Geonoe, Strand, Fishing Tackle Maker Oct 12 Kirkman, Gray's inn sq 
Brooxrie.p, Jouy, Sheffield, Cabinet Maker Oct 3 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Bureect, Joux Lawagance, Newcastle upon Tyne, Gent Oct 1 Strachan, Newcastle upon 


Tyne 
CLARKE, soreen Pama, Claremont, Mall, Ealing Sept 30 Keighley & Co, Lincoln's inn 
CurveLanD, James, Southampton, Licensed Victualler Sept 30 Ellaby, Southampton 
CraBrRez, Wass James Lez, Keighley, York, Printer Sept 30 Wright & Water. 
worth, 2 
Dicksox, Tuomas, Wosisiste, Derby, Gent Sept 30 Ashiogton & Denton, Sheffield 


Epwaxps, Taomas, Liandegfan, Anglesey, Farmer Oct 17 Roberts, Bangor 
Excets, Faepenicx, Regent’s Park rd, Gent Oct 1 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl 


81 
Evans, Exizapern, Bognor Oct 10 Lamb & Kyffin-Taylor, Liverpool 
Fou, Gusgane Faepesicx Deva, Bombay, India Oct 31 Simpson, Clement’s inn, 


Gitsry, Cuartes, Ramsgate Sept 30 Kingsford & Co, Strand 

Gonrpox, Lewis Conway, Rochester Sept 30 Heyward & Smith, Rochester 

Harvey, Frasces Cuarvorte, Folkestone Sept 30 Kingsford & Co, Strand 
Haywarp, Epwarp, Southampton, Farmer Sept 20 Moore & Co, Lymington 

Hous, Taomas Joun, Somerset, Farmer Sept 2? Gooding, Wootton Courtenay 
Hoos, Kerura Hoots, Sheffield October8 Branson & Son, Sheffield 

Howrnrey, Exvizapetru Beccuer, Sussex Oct1 Robb, Tunbridge Wells 

Hust, Aynz, Blackheath Oct 1 Bompas & Co, Gt Winchester st 

Jouxsox, Scorr, Sunderland, Innkeeper Oct 1 Dixon & Co, Sunderland 

Jones, Manearer, Treharris, Gldm Sept26 Leigh & Honey, Cardiff 

Joxgs, Wiiu14m Tuomas, Treharris, Glam, Chemist Sept 26 Leigh & Horley, Cardiff 
Lawsoy, Hexry, York, Brushmaker Oct 1 Denison, Leeds 

Lowe, Fraycis, Ashton in Mackerfield, Gent Sept 16 Wilson, Wigan 

Lows, Jonn, Ashton in Mackerfield, File Cutter Sept16 Wilson, Wigan 

Metxor, Wituiam, Worcester, Esq Oct15 Prebble, Charterhouse st, EC 

Nizxp, Eceaxor, Heaton Moore, Prmter Sept 30 Walker, Manchester 

Patamer, Sir Cuantes Jauzs, Dormey Court, Bucks Get14 Ley & Co, Carey St 
Perrit, Rionanp, Tachbrook st, Pimlico, Butler Oct 11 Burrows, Cambridge 

Por, Joun Isaac, Leeds, Gent Novi Hewson, Leeds 

Reeve, Many Ayx, Small Heath, Birmingham Sept 28 Maynard Martia, Wolver- 


hampten 
Snerserp, Geoncr, York, Gent Oet10 Spink & Brown, York 
eee | Eceayvon Caantorrs Horrse, Bootham, York Oct 10 Spink & Brown, 


>: 
S.eicut, Tuomas, Gwyfan Dyserth, Flint, Gent Sept 30 Hughes & Hughes, Flint 
Srarieroy, Tuomas, Old Windsor, Berks,Gent Oct1 Horne & Engal!, Staines 
Sucpen, the Hon Gaasheres, Riversdale, Thames Ditton Oct 21 Trollope & Winck- 


worth, Abingdon iti 
Vickers, Wiitram, Cotl rd, West Hampstead, Gent Sept 29 Tilley & Son, Kil- 


Wueever, Harry, Weymouth, Priater Sept 30 Bowen & Symes, Weymouth 


London Gasette—Fmpay, Sept. 6. 
Axcuer, Davin, Stratton St Margaret, Wilts, Esq Oct 10 Kinneir & Co, Swindon 
Ancugr, Gzorct, Great Yarmouth, Merchant Sept 21 Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 
Brann, Evzanor, Ryde, lof W Octé Hart, Hull 
Biomrig.p, the . James Cuantzs, Launton, Oxford Oct 15 Tyrrell & Co, Albany 


Bateny, The Rev Epwarp Aveverus, Combmartin, Devon Oct19 Toller & Roberts, 


Bueyienam, on Southampton, Esq Sept 29 Downie, Alton, Hants 
Camppets, Col Wauren Moncaizre Tuneirtanp, R B, Glasgow Oct 1 St Barbe & Co, 


at, Wi 
CLARKE, Tees, Sussex, Baker Sept28 Dawes 
Coorzn, Gzonez, Manchester, Merchant Novi Makinson & Co, Manchester 
Dicerssox. Ayxe Manta, Clapham Common Sept 30 Troutbeck & Co, Victoria st, 


a... OR Oct 19 Martin & Sons, Nottingham 
Fansuer, Jaues, Wilts, Farmer Oct 10 Kinneir & Co, Swindon 

Fosrsr, Gzoros, Bradford, York Oct5 Rawnsley & Peacock, Bradford 
Guonaz, Emua, Chelsea Oct 23 Laundy & Son, Strand 

Gooppiz, Geoncz, Manchester, Velveteen Manufacturer Oct 5 Bingham, Manchester 
Gray, Acutsox, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Esq Sept 30 Wooldridge & Son, Win- 


Hanaies, Sornia, Taunton Oct 22 Stone & Co, Bath 
Heuswortn, Joux Davin, Scarborough, Gent Oct 19 Parker & Parker, Selby, Yorks 
Hoiz, Tuomas Jony, Westies Courtenay, Somerset, Farmer Sept 29 Christianns 


Jacusox, Haney, Cayton, Yorks, Farmer Get 1 Watts & Co, Scarborough 

Laveutos, Eowanp, Derby, Stonemason Oct 31 JS &C A Whall, Worksop 

Lyscu, Many Exizanetu, New Oxford st, W C Sept 29 Percy Becher, Bedford row, WC 
Meapows, Exiza, Aldine st, Shepherd’s Bush Green Oct 10 Everett, Chancery lane 
Oovss, Frances, Hawkshead, Lancaster Oct 19 Thornely & Cameron, Liverpool 
Suanr, Staxuors, Dalton, nr Huddersfield, Gent Novi Booth & Co; Leeds 

Srantoyx, Samvugt, Nafferton, Yorks, Shoemaker Oct7 White, Great Driffield 
Srnsiens, Wasim, Guy Harlings, Chelmsford Gent_Nov1é Meggy & Stunt, Chelms- 


' Bwaxw, Epwanp, Chesterton, Cambridge, Plumber Oct 23 Burrows, Cambridge 
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Wooosax, Maav Aux, Surrey Oct 0 Edgeombe & Co, Southsea 

Woons, The Rey Gzonce, Perhow, Mon Oct 31 Hollams & Co, Minoing la E C 
London Gazette—TunspaY, Sept. 10. 

Asruvs, Extzapeta, Beguildy, Radnor Sept 14 Morgan, Lianidloes 

Barrow, Gzonar, Penzance, Gent Oct 1 Waite & Co, Boston 

Bewt, Jonx, Dikley, York Qot¢ Steadman & Co, Old Broad st 

Baiiars, Wit11aM, Margate Oct 12 Betteley, Finsbury cizcus 

Booruuay, Taomas Hares, Dinekley, Lancs Nov id Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 

Broap, Writ1am, Falmouth, Esq Sept 30 Rogers, Falmouth 


Cane, Tuomas Wittiam, Carlisle, Biscuit Manufacturer Sept 30 Clutterbuck & Trevenen, 


1] 
Canrwricnt, Mantas, Market Drayton, Salop Oct19 St C Upton, Market Drayton 
Day, Grorar, Greenwich Oct 28 Nicholls, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Dea, Rosent Henny, Kew green, Gent Keen & Co, Knight Rider st 


Exssy, Mruxs Priurse, Bebington, Chester, Surveyor Oct 10 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 
Forrest, Witt1am Hewry, New Swindon, Wilts, Draper Nov 1 Townsend & Jones, 


Swindon 
Ga.xor, Sarau, Street, Somerset, Stationer Oct5 Bullied & Son, Glastonbury 


Gent, Witu1aM, Birmingham, Gent Oct 18 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 


Haumoxp, Cuantrs Morrow, Bethnal Green, Licensed Victualler Oct1 Norman & Sti- | 
Seoenn, the Rev Every Gisponwe, Huddersfield Oct 9 Hargreaves & Joblin, Dur- 
ham 


Jaco, Bexsamrx, Deptford Oct 12 Sandom & Co, Gracechurch st 


Onan, Hewny, Cardiff Oct 7 


sori 





ow, 





| Taster, 


Law1or, Henry, Cheetham, Manchester, Fruit Salesman Oct 1 Lawton, Manchester { 





eae 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. Denes Ree, 
London Gasette.—Faiway, Sept. 6. Silver 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Cana Weeaae Vivia: 
18 at 2.30 


Baz Jou, Do, Basket Maker Canterbury . Pet 
opt 3 


Joszen, Ipswich, Baker Sept 13 at 11.30 Of 
36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Bintan, Ltxguonee Somerby, Parmer Sept26at2 Of 


Huddersfield, Fruit Merchant 


Ti 
19, John William st, 


Huddersfield 
rd Sept 3 Catrox, G@rorce Roperr, = ay Say Hull, Engineer 
a Harry _ = and Cuantes Fraxx Bareert, Sept Watll Of Ree, Trini! Samp lan, 
Hammersmith, Booksellers High Court Pet Sept 8 


Ca 
Ord 3 12 Rec, 4, Pavilion 
Bexnert, Cuartes, Somerset, Innkeeper Yeovil ‘Pet Gages, Poe Ricwagp, 


Sept 3 Ord Sept 8 
Borruwick, Witt14m, Broughton, Lancs, Builder Salford 
Pet t4 Ord 4 


= AJENDIZ, ,Gent Banbury Pet Aug 31 ate y 5 


ati2 Bankruptcy 


D , Wi 14 at 
ee ay my eel Sept 


* Portman sq, Journalist 
Carey st 


Aag 31 
Secntanns ined Easex, Builder Gourt Pet 
Sept 3 Ord Sept 4 High Gitaeetsoy, Joux James, Yor’, Printer Sept 18 at 12.20 


Burtoy, Lawonoawe, Somersby, Lincs, Farmer Lincoln ena 5 one 


Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Carrere, Epcar Wiitiam, Essex, Coachbuilder Colchester 
Pet 2 Ord 2 


, Nottingham Pet Aug 31 
81 
ae Wats, Flete, nr Margate, Nurseryman Can- 
4 


ury PetSept4 Ord 
Dixox, Rosert, Newcastle on Tyne, Commission Agent 


New e on Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Epwarps, Joszrn, Walsall, Tea Dealer Walsall Pet Sept 
3 Ord Sept3 


oe Bases, Swansea, Draper Swansea Pet Sept 
ws. ‘oun James, York, Printer York Pet Sept 
4 Rept 4 
— maae, J i a. Labourer 
ingston wu: 4 Sept 
Hesxern, eonemn, Hy LT Canvasser 
Pet 8 Ord 3 
utbampton row High Court Pet 
Labourer 


Dealer 13 at 

Manchester 

Ciarke, Henry, N 
Ord 


James, Dav 
Tu) 





Hintock, Mary Axx, 


+2 
Jones, Rongar, Al , Carnarvonshire, 
Blaenau Festiniog Pet Aug 3i Ord Aug 31 





ol Manchester, Provision 
2.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, 


Homrpueeys, Geoncs, Ruabon, Joiner Sept 13 at 11.30 


, Traveller Sept 18at11 Bank- 






row, 
Sapien, Tom, ge ne ere Hever 

Kei, Wi , Scarboro Tim Scar- 
=, nae . Oat bee a? Merchant Newson, Coventry Sept 19 at 12 Off 


Be, 17 st, 
Kuiper, Fraxcis Samugi Cuantes, Wolverhampton, Pub- | g,, Huddersfield, 
lisher Wol et Sept 3 Ord Yat 3, 38, John William st, 


P 

WwW 
Kniss, Bepricn, ‘ord st, Hatter High Court Prt 

Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 Bier - 
oe Landport, Baker Portsmouth Pet Sept 4/| g, 


pt 
Lees, Gzonce F, Margaret st, Cavendish High Court 
Pet Aug3 Ord Sept 4 ig 


ARTHUR, 


Merchants Sept 
Watll Of Ree, 
Coal Dealer Sept 13 ati2 Shire- 


Tosnacn, Ocrav1a, South Shields, Widow Sept 18 at 11.30 
Off Heo, Pink lane, 


Newcastle on Tyne 
Mercatre, Geo F. , Sheffield, Butch Shef- 
field "bet Sept 4 "Ord Sept 4 a Va a Leeds, Commission Agent Sept iéat 11 
Norraam, Jouy, Bristol, Stockbroker Bristol Pet Aug 21 W: Gloe 18 at 11 Off Reo, Gloucester 
Ord Sept 2 . . Nowpect 2 


Priest, Georas, Paddi » Grocer h Court Pet 
Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 natn ue 

Rentox, Rossatr, South Shields, Fruit Merchant New- Reo, 
castle on Tyne Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 


Wsiitama, aus, and 
wats ~~ ae Torquay, Carpenter Exeter Pet Sept 4 Wins, Lanelly, Tallon Sept 13 at 18 Off Rec, 


-— Tuomas, Hemel Hempstead, Farmer St Albans 
e! 2 


Sept2 Ord 
Surra, Fano, Bradfort Music Teacher Bradford Pet 
Wooporurr, Ropgrt Farrer, Pendleton, Lancs, Newsagent 
Balford Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 ie ; 


Court Pet Aug 6 Ord Sept 2 
FIRST MEETINGS. RomeEEe, Bept 8 eee Tnnkenper 
Barer, Tuomas Samunt, Staines, Nurseryman Sept 13 at | Bea.yx, ABRAEAM, Dental Surgeon Bir- 


11.30 24, Rail 
Barrow, Jon, ~ d 


Rec, St Paul's sq, Bedford 
he Tree anon ufacturer Sept 17 at2 pomp = 


. London Bridge 


ge st, Leicester 








ie, Grocer Sept 16 at 12 Off| Boam, Wiusax. Bowano, i ee, Cunl Menhens 


Rec, 
Boa, W Leicester, Coal Merchant Sept | Bucktaxp, East Ham, Eesox, Builder High 
“that 12 OW Rec 1, Berridge d, tee pet Bept'S Ord 


‘Maasan, Paowas, Wyse, Kent, Gent “Ost 17 Mowll & Mowll, Ashford 
Nicuoisox, Baap, Garforth, Yorks, Farmer Oct 31 Simpsons Dasham, Leells 
Oppv, Joux Lisren, Garforth, Yorks, Esq Oct 21 Simpsons & Denham, Leeds 


Punt, Tuomas, Bradford, Yorks, Cent Nov1 Mossman & Co, Bradford 

Prrnor, Wri1am Jamns, Union st, Greenwich, Gent -Ocbi2 Bristow, London st, Green- 
Pexntworox, Huwny, Bootle, Lancs, Olerk-of Works Oct 10 Grace & Smith, Liverpool 
Pgnnovse, Joux, New Brighton, Chester, Gent Oct 19 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 
Picxur, Wit11am, Aintree, Lancs Oct7 Laces & Co, Liverpool 
Rivprmoven, Tuomas, Hartford, Chester, Innkeeper Oct 15 A &J E Pletcher, North- 
Fi isasax Bow ano, Sunbury on Thames, Oloial Broker Oct 7 Smith & Gofton, 
Suackietox, Tomas, Shipley, Yorks, Woolstapler Oct 10 Morgan & Morgan, 
fomas, Old Sharleston, ar Wakefield, York, Gent Oct 22 Wainwright, 
1 Suanapen Enenan Zeus, Cihemestls «a Oe, En, 0 Nov 30 Wrentmore & Son, 
| Tavton Hassan Geonataxa, Oxford ter, Hyde Park Oct 17 Mowil & Mowil, Ashford, 
iin Qian Oct 18 Woodcock & Co, Coventry 

| Upnionr, James, Exeter Nov6 Ford & Co, Exeter 4 
| Wurnzen, Hesren, Cheltenham, Glos Oct 17 Baylis, Cheltenham ; 
Lavon, Pon A apa Old Calabar, Africa, Captain Oct 10 Nicholson & Crouch, Warranxa, Many Awy," 01 ‘on Sept 90 a tei, 










Jones & Co, Cardiff 



































Canees, Bocas We a pee, Contains 
cua caaaee Fa Aa Pet Aug 31 


oe Hm 
“yy U High Gout Pet 


eine 
~ Ag ak A eee 

Dixos, ‘Reese, ty typed 

Epw. Btaffs, Tea Wal- 
all Bet Bept's Ord Sept 3 
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CrnarsTornen, i Tron monger 
Warren, Pet > Shenae Out Aug 29 
betg ye seer aot Hulme, Clerk Stockport 
London Gasette.—Tcrsvar, Sept. 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aceiaxp, Wiiiram Crarces, Bouton “a Cycle Maker 
Banwes, Joux Ricuarp, ortlake, Builder Wandsworth 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Sept 5 
ogy =» om ‘ond Bent 6 House Furnisher Swansea 
Coxs, Hiexry Jars Dorset, Cabinet Maker Poole Pet 


Sept 
Couiixsox, Gronce Hewry, Kingston u Hull, Butcher 
upon Hull Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 6 
pert, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet Sept 7 


Crane, 


Ord 
Davis, Jonx, and Caartes Bosworrna, Birmingham, 
Birmingham Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 
Dorr, Wiir1au Davunonn, Liverpool, Ironmonger Liver- 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 6 
ae = F Joux, Blackpool, Grocer Preston Pet Sept 
A 


7 

Ewmrnivona™ x, Scarborough, Lotaing house Keeper 
Bearborough Pet Sept 7. Ord 

Dames Croydon 


Apert, Caterham, Corn Merchant 
6 it 6 
Gowp, aeem Ramagate, Hawker High Court Pet Sept 
7 
Garis, Steruex, Cornwall, Farmer Plymouth Pet Sept 
6 Ord 6 


Gamsnaw, Watrer, panei, Painter Rochdale Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 


Hamwenstry, Coantes Water, am, Drysalter 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 
Hanocreaves, Joux Witttram, Keighley, Yorks, Gent 
Rradford Pet Aug 26 Ord 
Hanvey, Ricnarp Groncz Hov ae Lordship lane, 
Musical Composer High Court Pet Sept 7 Ord 


Sept 7 
Hewsor, p mmm a James, Barbican, Tie Manufacturer 
Court Pet Sept7 Ord 7 
Hourmwosusap, Antuve, Saint Mellons, Mon, Farmer 

Cardiff Pet Augi3 Ord Sept 5 
Horsey, a | Malton, Yorks, Cycle Agent 


Hossacx, , Ae ‘Wimbledon, ag a a Kingston Pet 
6 

Jermyn g Club Proprietor High Court 

Pet J Sept 6 

Iwonam, Manx, North Shields, Painter Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Z.uns, Wri11au Jonx, Leytonstone, Coal Merchant High 
Court Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 

Jouns, Jonx, Liangattock, Farmer Tredegar Pet Sept 6 
Ord 6 


losPn, CHaR.es, Southsea, Baptist Minister Portsmouth 
" Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 


Hymax, -h- 
18 


Lascasrss, Janns, Gearborough, Hairdresser Scarborough 
Pet Ord Sept 7 

Lovupoy. ——, Purveyor of Milk Coventry 
Pet Bept 6” Ord Sept 6 

Myiexcuir, ra Sept Coventry, Surgeon Coventry Pet 

5 

we. Wriu1am, rr Leora Colliery Agent 

Barnsley Pet Aug 


aes, Kiran es road, Com- 
Panny, Davin Pie 8 


ALBERT, 
Bept 5 Ord Sept 5 
Rerxo.ps, Arrnurn Hensenr, Leicester, Clerk Leicester 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
Bars, Gooner Apes, 2 Brighton, Journalist Brighton 
= t~re = Leeds, Slipper 
4 
oollen Merchant Bir- 
6 Ord Sept 6 
Frac, kton on Tees, Insurance Agent 
ates Pet Sept 6 Ord 6 


arto. * 1 1% Covent Garden High Court Pet May 


j Bann Pet Sept 3 
2exs,'Huxny, Basingstoke, Schoolmaster Winchester 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

eae Betis, Greer Bradford Pet Sept 
5 
Wonsra Stepney High Court Pet Aug 2 Ord 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bazaerr, Hanzy Epwanp, and Cuartes Faarx Barrett, 
the Grove, Hammersmith, Booksellers Sept 20 at 11 


oe, Tunonoes. Cons, Toots Hop Merchant Sept 18 


peak i OF Bac, 2, Park Tow Builder Sept 17 at 11 Off 
on, a 
Gloucester Bank chmbrs, vowpes, ieee 
'ottenham Sept 19 
ng Bae 
gn] Com- 
20 at 11 23, Colmore row, 
TULIAM, 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Se Sm, Bete so otal el 





Bourerss, fume Alsager, Cheshire, Manure get | ra 
19 at 11 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, 

Crarxe, Henry, nv, Nottingham Sept 17 at 12 Off Rec, St 
Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

CirvTox, Wrssam, Flete, nr te, Nurseryman Sept 
17 at 9.5 Off Rec, 73, Castle Can’ 

Cooxs, Sypwey Fray, King’s Heath, Builder Sept 19 at 
1 


2 23, Colmore row, m 
Cumixa, Joux, Epsom, Builder Sept 18 at 11.30 2%, Rail- 
l, eaeage Sept 


gf PP, London Bridge 
Dorr, Wr 
Liverpool 


LLIAM ode g Liv 
18at2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria 

Evays, Daytet, Hafod, General Dealer Sept 17 at12 Off 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Fieip, Bewsamuriy, and Farpertck Raopes Anprew, Bir- 
mingham, Brassfounders Sept 19 at 11 23, Colmore 
row, Birmingham 

Punee, Joun Henny, Dewsbury, Tobacconist Sept 17 at 

Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Seema. James Wituian, Chiswick, Hatter Sept 18 at 12 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chinbrs, Temple avenue 

Granam, Eayvest Grorcre, Watford, Hotel 
Sept 18 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, 
avenue 

Guy», Wittram Gorpox, aad st Sept 18 at12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Ham, Groner, mhoncn ond Licensed Victualler Sept 17 at 
12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

Harrizs, Atrrep, Amroth, Farmer Sept 17 at1l Off 
Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Hint.ock, Mary Any, Russell sq Sept 17 at 12 Bankruptcy 


bldgs, Carey st 

Hixp, Witutam, Yorks, Timekeeper Sept 18 at3 Off 
Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

HouirxasHeap, Arti nr, Mon, Farmer SeptiS8atil Off 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

James, Witi1aM Jonny, I mstone, Coal Merchant Sept 
17 at 11 Bankruptcy ldgs, Carey st 

Josern, Cuartes, Southsea, Baptist Minister 15 gf 8 
Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Portexsouth 

Jouxsoyx, Tomas Coatrs, jun, and Arrnur wootal’ 
am, Auctioneers Sept 18 at 3.30 Red Lion 
auton 

Jowzs, Henry A, and Wiiuam Kirk, 8t Aalto 
Hanover sq, Job: Sept 18 at 11 Bankruptcy 

= bldgs, —s . - 

ent, ALrrep, Bi am, Jeweller 18 at 11 23, 

Colmore row, Binnie ham Sie 

Kars, Bepricn, Stamford st, Hatter Sept 19at11 Bank- 
ruptecy bldgs, Carey st 

Lez, Caries, Landport, Baker Oct 3 at 3 Off Rec, 
Cambridge Junction, Hi st, Portsmouth 

Lovupox, Joux, Coven ilk Purveyor Sept 19 at 11 
Off Ree, 17, Hertfo st, Coventry 

Manrieup, Grorer, Godal: Builder Sept 18 at 1.30 
Borough and County Hall, Guildford, Surrey 

Mercatrr, Grorcr FRrepericx, Sheffield, Buteber Bept 

. 17 at 12 ee gf ae eggs ben eld os 98 

ILLERCHI?, Tomas, Coventry, Surgeon Sept 20 

Off Ree, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Pat, Joux, Folkestone, Basket Maker Sept 17 at 9.30 
Off Ree, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Puarurrs, Gzorcs, Haverfordwest, Contec naa Sept 17 
at 11.30 Off Ree 11, Quay st, Carmarth: 

Parest, Grorae, Paddington, Grocer Bepti9 at 12 Bank- 


ruptey bldgs, Oct 3 at 8.30 Off 
ortsmouth 


rietor 
‘emple 


Parxce, ALBERT, hy Bootmaker 
Cambridge Junction, High st, P 
Rewnecas, aa n Henpert, Leicester, Clerk Sept 17 at 
12.30 Off Ree, 1, Berri st, Leicester 
Ricu, ianeae Torquay, ter Sept Watll Off 
, Exeter 
Suearer, Witriam, Camberley, Surrey, Mineral Water 
— Sept 17 at 12 24, way approach, London 
Suits, y and Wi1114m Sars, oy Glam, 
Grocers Sept 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 


Woop, Jonas, Ashford, Kent, Licensed Victualler Sept 17 
at 9.15 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Acxianp, Witt1am_Caartzs, Southampton, Cycle Maker 
Southampton Pet Sept7 Ord Dadtey 
Bast, Aiyaae Jouy, Salop, Baker Pet Aug 19 
5 
Barges, 2 Tsomas Samvzt, Staines, Nurseryman Kingston 
Pet Aug 19 
Brows, Masexpre, Oxford,Gent Banbury Pet Aug 30 


Ord Sept 5 
Campsett, WILLIAM, Daag Driver 
Barro 


ww in Furness Poo 38 * Orde 
Le yy E, i Aug's On 


Care 

Huda: 30 Get Ang 2 

enn eri Henry Jae ag = bs Poole Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 5 

Onazs,, ae Norfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet Sept 6 

Dempster, Grisert, Durham, Grocer Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet April4 Ord 6 

a= Joux, Grocer Preston Pet Sept 6 

Sept 7 

1 ane Corn Merchant Croydon 

Fixcnzr, Faawx Epwarp, Malt Factor High Court Pet 
July 20 Ord 7 

Faremay, James pasam, Chiswick, Hatter Brentford 
Pet Aug2 Ord Sept 4 

Gotp, yo | cee Hawker High Court Pet Sept 
7 

Grits, Lap mey' Cornwall, Farmer Plymouth Pet Sept 
6 


Gomenay, bpm Rochdale, Painter Rochdale Pet 








4 
Ges, ruta Gonoox, Noble at High Court Fut Ang | 


Taomas Parscorr, and Hewray Wiittau F 
eden, Builders High Court Pet Aug26 Omi: 


re. Le ~y Watrzs, Notti - 7 eee D 
N ham Sept 6 Ord Sep 


ICHARD aes Wecsene Melford 
pe, Hea Composer High Court Pet Sept 


ouster, Riczanp Beats Ord Boots Cycle Agent Sean. 
tones, x worth Shield Painter Newcastle on 


ew Pet on a Coal 
lok 11u14m Jouy, Merchant 
Court Pet 


5 

a7 JOnN, . reste Xi, Se Pet Sept 5 

Lawcaster, James, Scarborough, Hairdresser Scarborough 
Pet Sept 7 Saver 

Tovses, sents’ On be Purveyor of Milk Coventry” 

seen, Somes, coin, Surgeon Coventry Pet 

Parey, Davip Rees, Margate, Commercial Traveller High 
Court Pet whe TBE 

Parnce, ALBERT, Bootmaker Portsmouth Pet 
Sept 3 Ord Sept 5 


Reywowps, Saeure Henzsent, Leicester, Clerk a 
Pet Ord Sept 5 


Roserts, tb. Kenpatt, Cheshire, Hotel Keeper Bir- © 
kenhead Pet Aug6é Ord Sept 6 
Sareaia, Ha’ 


BRIS, 
Makers Leeds Pet Sept 4 pt 4 
Samrem, Francis, Stockton on Tees, Insurance Agent © 


ikton on Tees Pet Se; = Ord Mt 
Oesead, Pager. Me Barry, Glam, rdiff Pet Aug 
8 


Harvey, 


a Josura, Huddersfield, Coal Dealer Huddersfield — 4 
4 4 
illesden Green, Commission Agent © 


Somees, Lewis Jonny, 

High Court Pet July 24 Ord Sept 7 
Spencer, Jessrz, Liverpool, 
Augé Ord 6 


ug 
Srocxs, Epwim James, 
Merchant 


Naraan Sarena, Leeds, Slipper © 
Ord Se; 


‘obacconist Liverpool Pet © 

m upon Hull, Coll 5 
- ull Pet Sept 6 On | 
xc iw Szrox, Kent Greenwich Pet Sept 3 Ord 7 


Sept 3 } 
Tayior, Taomas, foremost, Boot Dealer Liverpool Pet 
Augi2 Ord 


Tomas, WILLIAM 
h Court 
Wanner, Emanvet, Holloway rd, 
bh Pet July 24 Ord Aug 15 
Wome, Heyry, 
7 
bier ey | comm Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Sept 


Warrs, Fronence Se.ina, and Constance Lizziz Manta © 
Horruayn, Bournemou Poole Pet Aug 29 Ord © 


Woopkrvrr, Rosert Faraer, oon 5 Lancs, Newsagent ~ 
Salford Pet 4 


et Sept 4 Ord Sept 5 
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